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DETAILED ACTION 

The following office action is a responsive to the Amendment filed, 08/02/05. 

The amendment filed 08/02/05 affects the application, 10/659,063 as follows: 

Claim 1 has been amended. Claims 9-13 are withdrawn. Claims 1-6 and 8, the invention 
of Group I are prosecuted by the examiner. Applicant's arguments and amendments, see 
Remarks, pages 4-7, filed 08/02/05, with respect to claims 1-6 and 8 have been fully considered 
and are persuasive. The 1 12 rejections of claims said claims have been withdrawn. However, 
upon further consideration the following rejection is contained herein below. 

Claims 1-6, 8-13 are pending in application 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over von 
Lund et al. (US 2002/0127646 Al) 

In claim 1, the applicant claims "A method for treating of an inflammatory condition, 
said method comprising the steps of: providing a patient having an inflammatory condition; and 
administering to said patient a therapeutically effective amount of a composition comprising 
cyclic adenosine diphosphate ribose (cADPR), or a functional analogue or derivative thereof, in 
a form that is accessible to a receptor molecule, conveyed in a pharmaceutically acceptable 
carrier vehicle, wherein said composition reduces the degree of said inflammatory condition in 
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said patient " Claims 2-6 and 8 are drawn to said method involving specific inflammatory 
conditions, specific routes of administration and the use of specific functional analogs, derivative 
ofcADPR. 

Lund et al. disclose that modulators, such as agonists and antagonists, of CD38 enzyme 
activity and/or modulators of cADPR dependent calcium responses and chemotaxis can be used 
in the treatment of disorders including inflammation in a subject (see page 4, 2 nd col. paragraph 
[0032]). Furthermore, Lund et al. disclose examples of said antagonists (modulators) of cADPR 
which are cADPR derivatives and include, 8-NH 2 -cADPR, 8-Br-cADPR, 8-CH 3 -cADPR, 8- 
OCH 3 -cADPR and 7-Deaza-8-Br-cADPR (see page 1 1, 1 st col., paragraph [0099]). 

The difference between applicant's claimed method and the method disclosed by Lund et 
al. is that Lund et al. do not exemplify the use of a cADPR derivative to treat inflammation in a 
subject. However, Lund et al. teach that antagonists (modulators) of cADPR such as a cAPDR 
derivative can be used to treat inflammation in a subject (see page 4, 2 nd col. paragraph [0032] 
and see page 11, 1 st col, paragraph [0099]). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the claimed 
invention was made, in view of Lund et al. to treat inflammation in a subject by administering to 
said subject a cADPR derivative, based on need, since Lund et al. teach that antagonists 
(modulators) of cADPR such as a cAPDR derivatives can be used to treat inflammation in a 
subject. 

One having ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated in view of Lund et al. to 
treat inflammation in a subject by administering to said subject a cADPR derivative, based on 
need, since Lund et al. teach that antagonists (modulators) of cADPR such as cAPDR derivatives 
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can be used to treat inflammation in a subject. It should be noted that the administration via 
specific routes is common and obvious in the art and it is obvious to use any derivative, since 
Lund et al. disclose that cAPDR derivatives can be used. 



